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earlier involves bundreds of stevedores and CN Marine crew-
men today on ships operating between Nova Scotia and New-
foundland, as weII as other workers in those two provinces. Ail
we want to know is, will they qualify for wbat is provided for
in the bill, as Senator Neiman bas suggested?

Senator Roblin: Honourable senators, again on tbe point of
order and responding to what Senator Muir says, I sbould like
to say that this strengtbens my view tbat the bill sbould go to
committee.

Senator Frith: Honourable senators, 1 agree witb Senator
Roblin. I think our general rule is that legisiation always goes
to committee. A bill's flot going to committee should be tbe
exception.

If Senator Muir feels that he wouid get answers to bis
questions better in committee, tben I tbink tbat is decisîve of
the matter as far as I arn concerned and that we sbould send it
to committee. If hoe feels be can get an answer from tbe
sponsor of tbe bill bore in the Sonate, that is fine, but if hie bas
any doubts about it I tbink we sbould sond it to committee.

Senator Muir: Honourable senators, I tbink it sbould go to
committee, as long as it does flot go tbis woek, becauso I shall
be in the National Defence Medical Centre for a couple of
days. I hope we will bave a cbance to address tbe matter later.

Hon. Joan Neinian: Honourable senators-

The Hon. the Speaker: I wisb to inform honourablo sonators
tbat if tbe Honourabie Senator Neiman spoaks now ber speech
will have the effect of closing the debate.
a (1510)

Senator Neiman: Honourable senators, I want to tbank both
Senator Doody and Senator Muir for tbeir intervention. I arn
inclined to agroe witb tbem, because they bave botb raised
wbat I consider to be important questions, and I arn not in a
position to answer tbose questions myself.

I rnigbt just say, in repiy to the remarks made by Senator
Doody, that of course the bill does not provide answers to ail of
tho economic and social problems that are facing us today.
Porhaps it represents a smali effort. 1 reaily do not know bow
small or bow big it is. I would remind Senator Doody, bow-
ever, that thore are other bills wbicb deal with spocific prob-
lems sucb as unempioyment among tho youtb and among
women. This bill is part of a mucb larger group of bills wbich
deais witb tbese probioms.

I do tbink tbat there are some specific areas of the bill that
require clarification, and I would be happy to see the bill
referred to committoe.

Motion agreed to and bill read second timo.

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE

The Hon. the Speaker: Honourable senators, wben shahl this
bill be read tbe tbird tîrno?

Senator Neiman moved tbat the bill be referred to tbe
Standing Senate Cornmittee on Hoaltb, Weifare and Science.

Motion agreed to.

CANADA ELECTIONS ACT
BILL TO AMEND-ORDER STANDS

On the Order:
Resuming tbe debate on tbe motion of the Honourable

Senator Austin, seconded by the Honourabie Senator
Goldenberg, for tbe second reading of the Bill S-il,
intituled: "An Act to amend tbe Canada Elections
Act".-(Honourable Senator Macquarrie).

Hon. Heath Macquarrie: Honourable senators, I ar nfot a
man wbo is usuaily troubied, but I arn troublod ovor this bill.
For a montb now I have been asking about the procedural
niceties with regard to it. I believe it is a weiI-known parlia-
montary tradition that, wben a bill stands in tho name of a
minister, it is in fact a government bill.

Some weeks ago I asked if the Senato could be givon an
indication whetber this bas bocomo a government bill or, if it is
not a government bill, wbetber processes have been set in
motion to make a change in the name of tbe mover. I do not
tbink tbat we can proced witb the matter "haif iost and haif
saved", as the Evangolists say. It is either a govorfimont bill, as
is indicated by the name of Senator Austin, or it is not.

I would ask tbis question one more timo. I do not livo in
British Columbia, I bave no personai interosts in tbat province;
we wiIl be voting oariy in P.E.I. I think, bowover that the
matter sbouid be ciarified. Thero wiil be an election heid at
some point, and I understand tbat the Chief Electorai Officor
neods ail tbe iead time hoe can get in proparation for tbat very
important event. I shouid like to hear from Sonator Fritb.

Hon. Royce Frith (Deputy Leader of the Government):
Honourabie senators, 1 agree with rnost of wbat Senator
Macquarrie bas said. I do flot thînk tbat we sbould proceed
witb tbe bill in the minister's naine. In fact, I do not tbink we
couid proceed uniess it were a government bill.

As a resuit of questions wbicb wore quito properly asked by
Senator Macquarrie, I bave sought information and have been
assured tbat tbe matter is under study witb a view to preparing
a government bill on tho subject of tbe so-caiiod "oloctorai
dlock." Howover, bocauso of some otber electoral reforms tbat
1 think are now bofore the other place, I had asked for some
time in ordor to have tbe picture clarif ied. Senator Macquarrie
graciousiy gave me that time, but I bave not yot received the
answer I sougbt. I wiii, thereforo, renew my efforts to clarify
tbe procedurai position of this question of logisiation relating
to the olectorai dlock, as it is callod.

Order stands.

[Translation]
OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

MOTION TO ADOPT SECOND REPORT 0F SPECIAL JOINT
COMMITTEE-DEBATE ADJOURNED

Tbe Sonate proceeded to considoration of tbe Second Report
of tbe Speciai Joint Committee on Officiai Languages, wbicb
was presented on Wednesday, December 16, 198 1.
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